MARGINAL NOTES
falling into grave confusion owing to a careless use o£
words. The danger is not in an alliance - the League
itself is an alliance - but in allowing an alliance de-
signed to be the nucleus of a true European society
upholding a principle of secunty which can be applied
to all alike becoming an alliance which is in fact a chal-
lenge to that principle.
'The older type of alliance was exemplified in the two
groups that confronted each other at the outbreak of the
War* The growing power of Germany threatened to
deprive us of all means of defending our interests and
rights. Germany saw the War close by a hostile pre-
ponderance which deprived her of any means of defend-
ing her interests and rights and which imposed the
Treaty of Versailles. If she was secure, we were not;
if we were secure, she was not. The only recourse open
to a state threatened by hostile preponderance was to
fight.
'Collective alliances offer another alternative to a
state threatened with encirclement: it can join the alli-
ances which encircle it and claim their privileges and
protections, the privilege, that is, of impartial judgment
in its disputes and protection against war; a defence
organised on the principle that an attack on one is an
attack on all. The collective alliance offers to others the
same protection of law which it claims for itself. The
old alliances did not. All forms of the collective method
involve the giving of guarantees, undertakings to do
certain things in certain circumstances. To say that
conversations beforehand as to how these undertakings
may best be carried out are dangerous is to condemn
the undertakings themselves to unreality. The whole
method depends upon the conviction that when the
time comes the undertakings really will be fulfilled. It
will certainly not add to that conviction upon which
the whole system rests if we are to say that previous
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